If every document retrieved was not used in your analysis, what was the process for selecting the documents?
When searching for a specific phase, for example, "((Indian OR "American Indian" OR "Native American") AND (marketing OR promotion OR advertis*)), many results were retrieved (74,558 for this phrase). Since it is impossible to review 74,558 documents, and since most of these are irrelevant, we tried to narrow down the search term to find more relevant documents and at the same time reduce the number of documents. For example, we narrowed the phrase to (Indian OR "Native American") AND "marketing youth"~4, which produced 1,940 results. Documents discussing industry marketing to American Indian youth would be considered relevant and included in the analysis if they contained unique information not contained in other documents.
Many documents mentioned "American Indians" or "Native Americans," but described legislation, policies, or litigation not relevant to our paper. These documents were not included in our analysis. Many documents were duplicates or shortened versions of documents already included, so these were not included in our analysis.
The searches were conducted by the first author, Lauren K. Lempert who has over 5 years experience conducting analysis with the documents, and additional years of experience analyzing documents in legal settings.
How were data extracted from the documents and were there any extra steps taken to confirm the information? Data were not "extracted" from documents in the sense that information is extracted for a meta-analysis, but rather the information in the documents was used to prepare a history of the events described in the paper. Similar methods have been used in 907 peer reviewed papers and other publications based on the Truth Tobacco Industry Documents Library (https://www.industrydocumentslibrary.ucsf.edu/biblio/#q=*%3A*&cache=true&count=1005). 
Are there any limitations of the methods that could affect the outcome of the study?
Since these findings are based on documents turned over by the tobacco companies as a result of discovery in litigation, discussions and strategies that occurred offline (such as in person meetings without notes being taken or over the phone) were not available to us, so there may be gaps in information. As noted in the Limitations section of the main paper, documents that contain privileged or confidential information can be blocked from being made available to the public. It is possible that with access to additional information we would be able to describe in even greater details some of the strategies employed by tobacco companies to target American Indians/Alaska Natives. 
